
November 2,2005 8 12 PM 

Senator Debbie Slabenow 
1J.S Senate 
133 Hart Senate Office Building 
U'dshington. UC 20510-0001 

Subject Re Federal-State Joint Board on llnivenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Stabenow: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Colmunications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 1Jniversal Service Fund (IISF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee Many of your constituents, including me. my friends, family and nelghbon, will be negatively lmpscted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF iscumntlycollectedan a revenue basis. Peoplewho u s e m r e  paymore into thesystem Ifthe FCC changes thatsptem to 
a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
whouses rerominutesoflongdistsnceamonth Constituentswho use theirlimitedrrsaurceswiselyshouldnotbe penalized Fordoingso 

h flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, w sryle='text-decorati~on: none, border-bttom. 3px double; 
href='httpI/w\*?u.serverlagiclcomilmirtli asp?si=24&k=prepnid9620wireless" onmouseover='window status='prepaid wireless'; return true: 
onmouseout="window.status="; return true?prepaid wirelessh, users. senior citlzens and low-income residential and run1 consumers, to give 
up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF hmhighvolume to low-volume 
usen is radical and unnecessary. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The KeepIJS~FairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember,keepsmeinformedabout the ~JSFissuewithmonthlynewslettersand up todate 
information on their website. including l i n k  to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to T C E O Y ~ T ,  or 
"pass along" these fees to their customers. the realityis thut they do. Asa consumerlwould like ensure 1 amcharged fairly. If the FCCgoes toa 
numbers taxed. my sely~ce will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation 

I will conunue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word t o  my communiry. 1 request you pass along my concerns 
LO rhe FCC oiirny behalf, lerring themknow how z flat k c  tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thankyouf~oryourconunuedworkand Ilookfonvard to hearing about yourpositionon thismatter, 

Sincerely. 

William Parker 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Manin, Congress 



-- 
Nancy Evans RECENEL cy ii:jSPECTED 
306 ROOSVELT AVE , Wdganer. OK 74467,4807 

OEC - 5 2005 
Representative John Sullivan 
11 S. House of Representatives FCC - MAILROOM 

I)ear Representative Sullivan: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (TJSF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,includingme. my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Feople who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that meills that someone who uses one thousandminutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as ~omeone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resour~es wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless users. selllor citizens and low-income residential 
and rum1 consumers. to give up their phones due to unaifordable monthly increases an theirbills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF hnm 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessq. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all acmss 
America 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF isme with monthly newsletters and up to date 
information on cheirwebsite. including links to FCC inforimtion. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
'pass along'' these fees to their customen. the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers tdxed, my service will cost more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to chmge 
to a flat See system soan and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC oil my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your positionon this matter 

Sincerely 

Nancy Evans 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 

November 2,2005 4 2 6  PM 



November 2.2005 5 52 PM 

SenatorChns Dodd 
1 I S  Senate 

Subject: Re Federal-State Joint Board on Ilniverssl Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator I)odd. 

I havesennus concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position tochange the Universal Service Fund (LISF) 
collectionmethod to nmonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme. my friends, family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfdir change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. TJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. lfthe FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that meam that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who USES zero mnutes oflong distance amonth. Constituentswho use their limited resources wiselyshould not be penalized fordoing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many law+dume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and lowincome residential 
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF fmm 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition, it would have a highly detnmental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep LISF Fair Coalition. of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USFissue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
infomt ion  on their website, including links to FCC inionnation. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to rec~ver ,  or 
"pass along" these fees to theircustomers, the reality is that they do. As a coilsumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my sewice will cost more. And according to the Coahtmn's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue tomonitordevelopments on the issue and continue tospread the word to my community I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee tax could dispmponionately affect those in your constituency. 

1~hankyouforyourcontinuedworkandIlookfoMiard to heanngaboutyourpositionon thismatter 

Smcerely. 

Robert Dean 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



J m y  Collard r-nx . ^  ,PFCTED 
2 Spreading Oaks CT,  Angleton, TX 77515 I I 

Senator Kay Hutchison 
1I.S. senate 
284 Russell Senateoffice Building 
Washington. DC 20~10-CQOl 

Subject Federal-SwteJnint Board on [hivenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Uear Senator Hutchison: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Sewice Fund (ITSF) 
collectionmethod to a monthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituent~,includingme,myf~i~nds, familysnd neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that means that someone wha uses m e  thoiisandr..xur 2 month of!ono distance. pays the same amount into the Iund PS Someone 
who uses zerormnuteoflongdistance a month Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized tor doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould ~ d w e  many low-volume long distance usea, like students. prepaid wireless usern, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unahdab le  monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF horn 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecasary. In addition, it would have B highlydetnmental effect on smII businesses all acmss 
America. 
The KeepUSFFairCoalition,ofwh_lchIamamember,keepsmeini"ormed about theUSFissuewithmonthlynewslettenand up todate 
information on their website. including links to ECC information. While I amaware that fedenl l a w  does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along" these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged 5 d y .  If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to thc Coalition's recent meetinKs with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat let system soon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC onmy behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee taxcoulddispmportionately affect those in yourconstituenry. 

Thank you for your continued workand I look forward to heanngabutyourpositionon thismatter 

Sincerely 

Jimmy Collard 



Llnda Andrews I RFCFF~~ED & ISPESTED I 
I I I' 0 Box 97, Canterbury. CT 06331-0097 

Senator Joe L i e k m n  
L1.S. Senate 
706 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, K 20510-0001 

Senator Joe L i e k m n  
L1.S. Senate 
706 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, K 20510-0001 

November 2.2005 346 PM 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator L i e b e m n  

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Llniversal Sewice Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme. my friends. bmilyand neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfairchange proposed by the FCC. 

As 700 know, USF i s  currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. which is only fair This reminds me 
of those 'one-price-regardless-ofsize" mattress 'sales." Those aren't true sales. Why should someone who needs P king "rqricen siic p q  the 
same price as someone who needs only a win? The same is true for phone service. Why should someone who uses dozens. even hundreds. of 
long-distance minutes pay the same low rate as someone who u ~ e s  very few, if any? There's no fairness in that. If the FCC changes the system to 
a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousandminutes amonthoflongdistance. pays the same amount into the fundas someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so Why 
is it that the government always takes the most from those who have the least? You can'tget blood fmma stone! Stop robbing fmm the poor 
(and middle class) to give to the rich because the poor and the middle class just don't have it to give! 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long diswnce users. like students, prepaid wireless users. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and iura1 consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly mcreases on their bills. Shiiting the funding burden of the lJSF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on s m I I  businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep LTSFFair Coalition. ofwhich I ama member, keepsme informed about the USFissuewithmonthlynewsletters and up to date 
infomution on their website. including links to FCC infomt ion .  While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
'pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality i s  that they do As a consumer I would like ensum I amcharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting t h e m h o w  haw a flat fee taxcoulddisproportionately affect those in yourconstituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look fonvsrd to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Linda Andrews Canterbury. CT 

E C :  FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Rudolph Brunn OF c~pno g, \k;,&TED 
168 Hart Rd ,Spencer, NY 14883-9796 

DEc - 5 2005 
Senator Hillaly Clinton 
IJ.5 Senate FCC - MAILROOM 

Subject Re. Fedenl-State Joint Board on Universal Senrice CC Docket 96-45 

November 2.2005 8:23 PM 

near Senator C h o n :  

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) psit ion to change the llniveaal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method to z monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me. my friends. tiI%ly and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change pmposed by the FCC 

As you know, GSF is c u r r r r ~ l y  iullc-tcd on 2 revence basis. k+ who ure more pay mare into the system If the FCC changer that system to 
a flat fee, that meam that someone who uses one thousand rinutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the iund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constiiuents who use then limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause m n y  low-volume long distance users. like students. prepaid wireless usem, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mral consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly incremes on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF from 
high volume to lowwdume users is ndical and unnrcessary. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all acrnss 

I 

G e r i c u .  
The Kern 1 JSF Fair Coalition. of which I am a member. keens me informed about the USF issue with monthlv newsletters and UD to date 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



David Hardy 

7864 Cobblestone Ct , Verona, WI 53593-9619 

November 2.2005 651 PM 

Senator Russell Feingold 
L1.S. Senate 
506 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, I X  20510-0001 

Subject: Re Federal-StateJoint Board on llnivenal Service CC Docket 96.45 

l k a r  Senator Feingold: 

I have very serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Umversdl Service Fund (IJSF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends. family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unhirchange proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. IlSF is currently collected on a revenue basin People who use more p y  more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a tlat fee, that means that someone who uses uric rhoujvnj minntes a ii,ntkl :f long dijtance. pays the s m e  m m m t  into the hnd  PS romenne 
who uses zerominutesof long distance amonth. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely Fhould not be penalized fordoing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usem. senior citizens and low4ncome residential 
and rural consumen. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the [JSF fmm 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition. it would have a highlv d e t h e n t a l  effect on smll businesses all ar ros~  
America My son-in-laws Pizza business is a classic example 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USFissue with monthly newsletters and up to  date 
infomt ian  on their website, including links to FCC m i o m t i o n  While I am aware that federal law does not rrquire companies to recover, or 
"pass along'' these fees to their customem, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
n u m k n  taxed, my service will cost more. And according to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top I'CC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee systemsoonand without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC onmy behalf, letting them know how a flat fee taxcoulddispropartionateiyaff~ct those in your constituency 

Thankyouforyourcontinuedworkandl lookhward  to hearingabout yourpositionon thismatter 

Sincerely. 

1)avld Hardy 

cc. FCC Chair Kevin Martin.Congress 



Eleanor Sheeren 

10900 Yorktown Xing , Carmel, IN 46032-8668 

Representative Dan Burton 
U.S. House of Reuresentatives 

REEN<% INSPECTED 

DEC - 5 2005 November 3,2005 12.12 PM 

2185 Rayown noise Offce 8.. (I ng 
Wasn nglon. DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Burton: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund 
(USF) collection method to a monhly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be 
negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes 
that system to a 3at fee, that means that someone Who uses one thousand minutes J month of long distance. pays the same 
amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources 
wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 
Sincerely, Eleanor Sheeren 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low- 
income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the 
funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition. it would have a highly 
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. of which i am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to 
date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies 
to recover, or '"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer i would like ensure i am charged 
fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top 
FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue tospread the word to my community. I request you pass along 
my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your 
constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this maller 

Sincerely, 

Eleanor Sheeren 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



Loren.? fanner 

569 readymixrd, harlan, KY40831-2529 

~0vember2,2005 818 PM 

SenatorJim Bunning 
U.S. Senate 
316 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, I?C 20510-0001 FCC - MAILROOM 
Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Boardon llnivenal ServiceCC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Bunning: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Co-ssions' (FCC) position to change the TJniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituentS, includinEme, my friends. family and neiEhbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, llSF is cuilpntly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a f l ~ r  ire. r i m  mcam that someone who uscs one thousand minuies a munth of iong distance, pays t i e  same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use rheir limited  sources wisely should not be penalized fordoing so 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students. prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mml consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffoordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden otthe IJSF h m  
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecesraty In addition, it would have B highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America 
TheKeepUSFFairCoalition.ofwhich1ama member,keepsmeinformedabout the USFissuewithmonthlynewslette~~andup todate 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along'' these fees to their customen, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers tawed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC onmy behalf,letting them know how a flat fee taxcoulddisproportionatelyaffect those inyourconstituency. 

Thankyouforyourcontinuedworkandl lookionvard to hearingaboutyourposioonan thismatter. 

Sincerely. 

lorene farmer 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin.Congress 



Ellen Farrell 

November 2,2005 6:18 PM 

Representative Ihve Weldon 
U.S Houseof Representatives 
2147 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 
Washington, I)C 20515-0001 

Ellen Farrell 

November 2,2005 6:18 PM 

~~ ~ ~~~~~~ 

U.S Houseof Representatives 
2147 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 
Washington, I)C 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96.45 

Dear Representative Weldon: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications C o d s s i o n s '  (FCC) position to change the Universal Sewice Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Many of yourconstituents,includingme,my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. 1lSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes thaL system to 
a f i t  fee. thdr mram that someone r h o  uses one thausand minutes a month o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as ~omeone 
who uses zero mlnutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resourrcs wisely should not be penalized fordoing so. 

A flzt fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, ptxpaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural comumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF h m  
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepUSFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember,keepsmeinformedabout theUSFissuewithmonthlynewsletten andup todate 
information on their website. including links to FCC infomt ion .  While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to T ~ E O Y C ~ .  or 
'pass&mg"these fees to theircustomen, thereality is that they do. As acansumer Iwould like ensure I amcharged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a 
numbers taxed, my ~ewice  will cost more And accordmg to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
toa flat feesystemsoonandwithout legislation 

I will continue to monitor de\,elopments on the issue and continue to spread the word tc my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency 

Thank you for your continued workand I look fonvard to heanng about yourpositionon this matter 

Sincerely. 

Ellen Farrell 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



DEC - 5 2005 
kdarr 
1605 c r 6 b , leadwlle. CO 80461 

II 

November 2,2005 2.02 I'M 

Senator Wayne Allard 
U.S. Senate 
52IDirksenSenate Office Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

Subject Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Ihcket 96-45 

])ear Senator A l l a d  

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the llniversal Service Fund (LITSF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme, my fnends, family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousandminutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as mmeonr 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resourres wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance usen, like students. prepaid wireless users. senior citizens and lowhcome residential 
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly incremes on theirbills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF h m  
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaty In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all B E ~ S S  

America. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition. ofwhich l a m a  member. keeps me informed about the USFissue withmonthly newsletters and up to date 
information on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numben tawed. my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developmcnrs on rhr issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC onmy behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee taxcoulddisproportionately affect those inyourconstituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look foolward to hearing about your positionon this matter. 

Sincerely, 

kenneth r darr 

CE FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



Raymond McGee I ncr - .G Xln5 I 
I I 2418 OrleansSt , Highlandtown. MU 21224-1025 

Senator Barbara Mikulski 

Novembcr 3,2005 11 16 I'M 

11,s. Senate 
503 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

Subject. Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Mikulski: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position cu change the Ilnivenal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,lncludingme. my friends, fdmily and neighbon,will be negativelyimpacted 
by the untiir change proposed by the FCC 

As you h o w ,  USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more inm rhe sysrern if ihr PCC ihanges that system :? 
n flat fee, that mrdm that someone who uses one thousandminutes a month of long disrance. p y s  the same amount into the Fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penallzed for doing so. 

Anat  fee taxcould cause many low+olume long distance users. like students. prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe IlSF k-om 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition, I t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America 
TheK~~~USFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember,keepsmeinformedabaut the USFiswewithmonthlynewsletterjandup todate 
information an theirwebsite, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. As a c ~ n s m e r  I would like ensure I am c h q t d  fairly If the FCC goes to a 
n u m k n  taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
toa  flat feesystemsoonand without legislation 

I will Connnue to monitor developments on Lhe issue and continue LO spread the ward to my comuniry.  I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a Qat fee tax could dispmportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thankyouf~oryourcontinuedworkand Ilookforward to hearing about yourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely. 

Raymond McGee 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



*~W... 

P R E E ~ G  7 XTK 

DEC - 5 2005 
Arleen Mendicino 

800 N. Main St. Apt. FK, Williamstown, NJ 08094 FCC - NiAlLRUVM 

SenatorJon Corzine 
11,s Senate 
502 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 2051a-oo01 

Subject: Re: Fedenl-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

- 

llear Senator Corzine: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Univenal S e M c e  Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod t o  a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me, my fnends, family and neighbars, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change pmposed by the FCC 

As you know, LEF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Peo.p:e who ilbc more p~p more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zerominutesof long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited ~ P S O U ~ C ~ S  wiselyshould not br penalized for doing so 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance usee, like students. prepaid wireless usee,  senior citizens and low4ncome residential 
and rural consume,  to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the TJSF kom 
high volume to low-volume usem is radical and unnecersary. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepUSFFairCoalition,afwhichIamamember.keepsmeinl~ormedabout the USFissuewithmonthlynewslettersandup todate 
information on their website. including links to FCC infomtion. While I am aware that fedenl law does not require companies to recover, or 
'pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes ton 
n u m k n  tared, my service will cost more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat leesystemsoon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the isme and continue to spread the word to my community I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknnw how a flat lee tax could disprnportionately alfefect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look foward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Arleen mendicino 800 N. Main St.. Apt. F8 Williamstown, NI 08094 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, C o n g ~ s s  



November2.2005 12.07 PM 

Representdnve Steny Hoyer 
IJ S House oikpresentauves 
1705 Longworth House Office Bldg 
Rashington. DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Hoyer 

I canlt undentard exactly who will benefit from changing the IJSF collection method to a flat fee. It certainly will not be me. I live on a fixed 
income and amvely carehl about my long distance telephone use. Why should part ofmy budget for food and heat go to subsidize those who 
c m  well afford to pay their fair share of this fund? This is just another tax on the poor to benefit the rich 

If the FCC changes that systemtoa flat fee. thatmeans thatsomeone who usesone thousandminutesamonthoflongdistance,pays thesame 
amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited remurces wisely should 
riot bc penzhred for doing so. 

A flat fer taxcould cause many low-volume long distance usen. like students, prepid wireless users, semor citizen8 and low-income residential 
and rural consumen. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe [JSFkom 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnei-essay. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepIJSFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember,keepsmeinformedabout the USFissue withmonthlynewslettersandup todate 
information on their website, including links to FCC information, While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along'' these Fees to their customen, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numben taxed, my service will cost more. And accordinz to the Coalition's recent meetmgs with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
t o  a flat fee systemsoonand without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you p s s  alongmy concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in yourconstituency. 

Thmk you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this mtter.  

Sincerely. Carolyn L. Albea Bowie. MD 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Joyce Cheif 1-1 
25320 Beck Road, Nom. MI 48374 I I 1 DEC - 5 2085 1 
Senator Carl Levin 

November 2.2005 4.44 PM 

FCC - MAILROOM 
u s  Senate 
269 Russell Senate Office Buildmg 
W.ashmgton. DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Levin: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Fedenl Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the linivenal Service Fund (llSF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. includingme, my friends, family and neighbn.  will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC 

As you know, USF IS currently collected on a revenue 'ms,s. People ivha use mort pay mr? into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that meam that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long discmce. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses rerormnutesoflongdistance a month. Constituentswho use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fordoing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long &stance usen, like siudents. prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mral co~~sumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF horn 
high volume to low,volume usen is radical and unnecasary. In addition. it would haw a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepIJSFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember,keepsmeinformedabout the USFissuewithmonthlynewslettersand up todate 
inionnation on their website, including links to FCC i n h m t i o n .  While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along'' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I amcharged fairly. If the FCC goes to P 
numbers taxed. my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and withour legislation. 

lwillcontinue romoniturdevelopments on the issue andcontinue tospread the word tomy community I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my beha![, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thankyouforyourcontinuedworkand Ilookfonvatd to hearingnboutyourpositionon thismatter 

Ididnotwrite theaboveletterbut Icompletelyagreewithit. We arevetyconservativeandveryrdrelyuse longdistan~-ephoneserviceso a n a t  
rate wouldbeanunfairtaxonus forsomethingwealmostneveruse! 

Sincerely. 

.royceCherf 

E C :  FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Anne Kuru RGcFFNF~ &INSPECTED 
17625-37thAve. So ,Auburn, WA 98001-8739 

DEC - 5 2005 
Repruscntrtivc Adam Srmih 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

~ ~ e m k r 4 . 2 o a 5    AM 

Dear Representative Smith: 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the llniversal Service Fund (IJSF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme, my friends. family and neighbn.wil1 be negatively impacted 
lby the unfdir change proposed by the FCC. 

As you h o w .  USF 1s currently collected on B revenue basis People who use more pay more inlo the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
8 flst fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same a m u n t  into the fund as someone 
who uses zerominutes oflongdistancea month Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fordoing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance usen, like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and low4ncome residential 
and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting thr funding burden of the IISF kom 
high volume to low-volume usem is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all acmss 
Amellca. 
The Keep IISF FairCoalition,ofwluchI ama member, keepsme infomedabout the IJSFissue withmonthly newsletters and up to date 
in fomt ion  on their website, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to emure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to 
a numbers taxed, my selvice will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the iswe and continue to spread the word to my commumty. I request you pdSS along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf. letting them know how a flat kee tax could dispmportionately affect those in YQUI constituency 

.lhankyouloryourcontinuedworkandI look forward to hearing a b u t  yourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely. 

Anne Kurtz 

cc. FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



p Lee 

1208 S Wlllow ,Ottawa, KS 66067 

November 1.2005 9 09 AM 

Senator Pat Roberts 
US. Senate 
109 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washmgton, DC 20510-0001 

Subject. Re Federal-StateJoint Board on IInivenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

1)ear Senator Roberts: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the [Jniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Because I am2 low+dume long distance user. this will negatively affect me 

Ifthr FCC changes that system cv a flat fer, thaL mean3 ihnr someme who uses "ne thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the same 
amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should 
not be penalized fordoing so. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low,volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In 
addition, it would have P highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 

I understand that the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. I request you pass along my concerns 
on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee taxcould dispmportionately affect those in your constituency 

Thank you for your continued workand I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

the FCC 

Sincerely. 

Jan Lee 

cc FCC Chair Kemn Martm, Congress 



RECEIV:~ ::< INSPECTED 

D t C  - 5 L"U3 

FCC - MAILROOM 

1 

ELLIOTT MASSRY 

1701 LEGION S I . ,  MYRTLE BEACH, SC 29577,3512 

Senator Jim Demint 

340 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

SulYect: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board an LJniversal Service CC Docket 96-45 

LlearSenator Demint. 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Co-ssionr' (FCC) position to change the Ilniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to a monthly Rat lee. Many of your constituents. including me, my friends. family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. IISF is cumntly collected on a revenue basin People who use more pay more into the system il rhe FCC changes that qs tcm tc 
n flat fee, that meam that ~omeone who uses one thousand minutes P month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepid wireless users, semor citizens and low-income residential 
and run1 consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their billn. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF horn 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition, it would have a highly detrmental effect on smll businesses dl across 
America 
I h e  Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
infonnation an their wehsae, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I amcharged h d y .  If the FCC goes t o  a 
numben taxed, my sewice will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans tn change 
toa  flat feesystemsaonandwithout legislation 

I 
LO the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a Rat fee ?ax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 
AND PLEASE DONI INCREASE PHONE BILLS 1000%!1 
ITS BAD ENOUGH WITH BILLS &z BILLS Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to heanng about your position on this 
nlatter. 

Sincerely. 

ELLIOTT MASSRY 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 

co monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the ward to my communily. I request you pass along my concerns 

November 2,2005 4:17 PM 



DENNIS PHILLIPS _ _ . A  __  - 
~ E I V E D ~  W” \ 2124 SE 51RD AVENUE, HILLSBORO OR 97123 

November 2,2005 E 2 0  I’M 

Senator Gordon Smith 
L1.S. Senate 
404 Russell Senate Ollicr Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on IJnivenal Se 

Dear Senator Smith: 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the [Jnivenal Service Fund (IJSF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyolyourconstituents,includingme. my friends, lamily and neighborywill be negativelyimpacted 
by the unlair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, lJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the s y s e m  If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fpc, t h a t  meam that rnmeone who uses one thnusandminutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
whouseszerominutesoflongdisonceamanth. Constituentswho use theirlunit~dres~ourreswiselyshouldnotbepenalized lordoingso 

A flat fee tax could cause many lowmdume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mml consumers. to give up their phones due to unalfoordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF lmm 
high volume to low-volume usem is radical and unneccjsaty. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all a c m s  
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Caalition, olwhich I amp member, keepsme informed about the USFissue withmonthlynewsletters and up to date 
informtion on their website, including l i n k  to FCC infonnation. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
‘pass along’’ these fees to their customem, the reality is that they do. As .I consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numben taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Goahion’s recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plana to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC an my khal f ,  letting them h o w  how a flat fee [Px could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued workand I look f o r w a d  to hearing about your pasitionon t h x  m t t e r .  

Sl”Cerely. 

IDENNIS PHILLIPS 

CL: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



November 27,2005 01:10 AM 

The Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear The Federal Communications Commission: 

The flat-fee Universal Service Fund proposal is unfair. I urge you to oppose this plan. I am one 
of the millions of consumers that will he unfairly taxed at a higher rate under the flat fee plan. 
The flat-fee would mean a tax hike for people like me -- consumers that use prepaid cellular 
phones or make few long distance calls. 

I support the Keep USF Fair Coalition, and monitor this issue on their website. Stopping the flat 
fee tax is important to my family - not to mention my pocket book. You will hear from me 
again, until this issue is resolved fairly! The flat-fee is unfair, and Un-American. 

Under the flat fee proposal you are considering, people who make few long distance calls would 
pay the same as people or businesses that make many calls. In other words, low-volume and 
primarily residential customers would bear the same universal service fund burden as high- 
volume residential or business customers. I urge you to reject this flat-fee proposal. 
Thank you. 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 

cc: 

Representative Jerry Costello 
Senator Dick Durbin 
Senator Barack Ohama 



David Law 
1935 Wyoming St., Bremerton, WA 98310-4755 

November 1,2005 353  PM 

Senator Patty Murray DEC - 5 2005 
U.S. Senate 
173 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Murray: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a "Use" basis. People who use more pay more into the system. The FCC 
proposal changes that system to a flat fee, the result being that someone who uses one thousand long distance minutes 
a month pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero long distance minutes a month. Why should 
your constituents who use long distance very little, if at all, subsidize those who use it most? This is a move to shift 
the fee totally onto the backs of the "little guy" and allow businesses and corporations to use long distance at their 
expense. And that is fair? 

Is this America or is this China? 

A flat fee tax could came many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links,to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I resent being unfairly gouged - especially at the hand of the government. 

If the FCC proposal is enacted, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top 
FCC officials, the FCC plans to change to a flat fee system soon and WITHOUT ADDITIONAL legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued workand I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 
5 . '  . .  

' .  Sincerely, 



Glen Jones 
7 Suncrest Drive, Conklin, NY 13748-0000 

November 1,2005 3:38 PM 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
US.  Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, senior citizens and low-income 
residential and mral consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting 
the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would 
have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Glen Jones 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



November 10. 2005 12 24 I'M 

Renresentative I n ~ t t a  Sanchez I YLV " 
11,s. House of Representatives 
I230 Longworth House Oflice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on llnivenal Service CC Llocket 96-45 

Dear Representative Sanchez: 

[have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position LO change the Universal Service Fund ([ISF) 
collection method to a monthly FLAT FEE. 

IISFiscurrentlycoIlectedonarevenuebasis, People who usemore pay more into thesystem Constituentswhouse theirlimited resources 
wisely shouldnot be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcauld cause manylow+dume long distance usen.like MYSELF, to give up theirphanesdue to undffordablemonthlyincreases on 
their bills. 

The Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers 
taxed,mysemce will cost more 

1 request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a flat fer tax could dlsproprtionately affect MANY LIKE 
ME WHO DONT USE LONG LXSTANCE SERVICES. 

Thankyouforyourcontinuedworkandllookfonvani to heanngaboutyourpositiononthismatter 

Sincerely. 

Connie Major 

CC' 



Bill E. Shoemaker 
123 S. 68th St. , Broken Arrow, OK 74014-6 

November 1,2005 11:30 AM 
DEC - 5 2005 

Senator James Inhofe 
US. Senate 
453 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Inhofe: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure that I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will 
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a 
flat fee system soon and without legislation. This fee should remain a usage fee, not a flat fee for all users. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing from you about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Bill E. Shoemaker 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin M&in, Congress 



Kathy Wieland 
108 Fox Haven Lane, Saint Albans, VT 05478 

November 1,2005 11:24 AM 

DEC - 5 2005 

2233 Rayburn House Office Building 

Representative Bernie Sanders 
US.  House of Representatives 

Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Sanders: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Kathy Wieland 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 


